2.   The inspector's measurement of 28 feet was based upon a
statement made by a witness who was not1available to testify in the
proceeding today.  The inspector, however, drew a diagram, which is
Exhibit 4 in this proceeding, and that diagram shows that the in-
spector's own observation would permit him to testify, which,he did,
that the distance from the roof bolts which were being installed at
the time the inspector was on the section was a distance of 24 feet.
The evidence shows In this case that a 14 Joy continuous-mining
machine was being used to produce coal, and -that the distance from
the forwardmost bit on the Joy continuous-mining machine to the
controls is a distance of 21-1/2 feet.  If the measurement of 24 feet
is used as the distance which the machine was trammed beyond the last
permanent roof support, the controls of the machine would have been
out from under the supported roof a distance.of only 2-1/2 feet,

One of the company's witnesses testified that under that situation
the hand of the operator would have been under unsupported roof
but not his body.

3.   The continuous-mining machine here involved was equipped
with a canopy so that the controls of the miner are under the canopy,
and the result is that, even if the operator's hands and arms were
beyond the last permanent roof support, the operator and his hands
and arms would have been under the canopy.  Additionally, if the
continuous-mining machine had been advanced a distance of 8 feet
beyond the last row of permanent supports, the canopy would have
protected the operator from a possible roof fall.

4.   The roof-control plan is Exhibit 2 in this proceeding.  That
plan provides on page 4 that the maximum depth the continuous-mining
machine may be advanced beyond the last row of. permanent supports is
20 feet.  Page 11 of Exhibit 2 provides in paragraph 3 that the oper-
ator of the continuous-mining machine shall not advance the controls
of such equipment Inby the last row of roof bolts.

5.   The inspector's citation, which is Exhibit 1 in this pro-
ceeding, states that several mountain breaks existed in the face
area. He testified, however, that he observed no mountain breaks in
the No. 3 entry where the mining machine advanced beyond the last
row of permanent supports.. One of the operator's witnesses testified
that he observed mountain 'breaks in the entry adjacent to the No. 3
entry, but that he saw none in the No. 3. entry.- The main roof and
immediate roof in this mine are comprised of sandstone.  The inspector
testified that, while he didn't think any roof was completely safe,

of the various types of immediate roof that he encounters, that he
considered sandstone to be the least subject to falling partiples
and hazardous conditions.  The inspector was not aware of anyroof
falls which had occurred in this mine at the time he made his inspec-
tion. One of the operator's witnesses testified that no roof falls
had occurred.  The inspector testified that the roof-bolting machine
operator and his helper had installed the proper number of safety
supports prior to commencing bolting in the No, 3 entry.eding in the same way respondent was producing coal.  It was his belief
